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by setting him up in business abroad.1 This doctrine, that a
change in the father's domicil is necessarily communicated to
the child, is generally laid down in absolute terms, but it is to
be hoped that should the occasion arise it will not be pressed
to its logical conclusion.
Suppose, for instance, that a father deserts his son, leaves him in his
domicil of origin and himself acquires a fresh domicil elsewhere. Or
suppose that he is divorced for adultery and the custody of the children
is given to his wife.
In such cases as these it is scarcely credible that a court would
affirm the inevitability of a common domicil.2
The domicil that an infant acquires by reason of his father's
removal to another country is a domicil of choice, or better (
perhaps of quasi-choice,3 and his domicil of origin continues to by father's
be that imposed upon him at birth.4 This rule may become im- ^JS°f
portant at a later stage in his life. For instance:
A father, domiciled in England at the time of his son's birth, acquires
a domicil of choice in France and retains it until after his son comes of
age. At the age of twenty-five, the son acquires a domicil of choice in
Italy, but later abandons that country for good and dies without having
acquired another permanent home.
In these circumstances, English law will revive upon the loss
of his Italian law and will govern testamentary or intestate
succession to his movables.
An infant acquires, upon the death of his father, the domicil Eff«* of
of his mother.s The question that has arisen here is whether ^f8
such an infant's domicil continues to follow that of the mother, during
or whether there are any circumstances in which it will remain ^JJnty of
unaffected by her act. The general doctrine, which would ap-
pear to be strengthened by the Guardianship of Infants Act,
1925, is that if after the death of the father the infant continues
to live with the mother, then any new domicil acquired by
the mother is prima facie to be regarded as communicated to the
infant.6 But this is not necessarily so. It is recognized that the
mother is empowered to change her children's domicil either
1	Wolff, p. 117; Goodrich, p. 84.
2	In the U.S.A. the domicil of an abandoned child does not follow that of the
deserting parent, Goodrich, p. 8 5; and the domicil of the mother is communicated
to the infant children if their custody is given to her, Beale, 1,215; Wolff, p. 117.
3	Harrison v. Harrison, [1953] 865, suggested by counsel at p. 866.
« Ibid.
5	Potingerv. Wightman (1817), 3 Mer. 67.
6	Johnston* v. Seattle (1843), 10 CL and F. 42, 138.

